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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1-11, 13-35, 38-58 and 60-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Woods et al '899 in view of Monroe et al (US 
5,527,261) and further in view of Nardelli et al (US 2003/0063863). 

Woods et al disclose a first circuit board comprising RF module 650 within 
a first housing member comprising microprocessor 620, a second circuit board 
comprising display screen 240, a second housing member comprising hand held 
programmer 202, a loading port comprising ROM port 647, and a plate member 
comprising button pad 241. Fig. 7A shows housing member 202 from a z-axis 
perspective in which elements: RF module 650, microprocessor 620, display 
screen 240, and button pad 241 are stacked. 

Monroe et al teach a hand-held device similar in size and shape to the 
device disclosed in Woods et al may comprise a stack of circuit boards 62 
located within a body portion 14. 

Nardelli et al teach stacking circuit boards saves space. 
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In view of the teachings of Nardelli et al and Monroe et al, one of ordinary 
skill in the art would have found it obvious to stack the circuit elements of Woods 
et al in a stacked z-axis configuration. 

Regarding claims 30 and 53, Woods et al show the processor IC 620 
includes an RF module 650 that connects to an antenna 652 via an RF Receiver 
circuit 653 and an RF transmitter circuit 654. 

Regarding claims 45 and 67, Woods et al show a computer is connected 

to the HHP 202 through an IrDA compatible infrared serial port using an infrared 

cable extension. 

Woods et al does not appear to show disabling the display during 
telemetry and the battery features. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to disable the 
display during telemetry because this is a known technique to conserve power. 

Regarding claims 31-33 and 54-56, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have found it obvious to provide a battery bay for batteries in the first housing 
member because the unit is intended to operate on battery power. 

Claims 37 and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Woods et al '899 in view of Monroe et al (US 5,527,261) and 
Nardelli et al (US 2003/0063863) and further in view of Greenberger et al '369. 

Greenberger et al teach using a JTAG test port for in situ testing of IC 
chips mounted on a board. 

One of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to use the 
teaching of Greenberger et al with the microprocessor chips of the device 
disclosed in Woods et al because the chips are mounted on similar type boards. 
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Art Unit: 3762 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to George Manuel whose telephone number is 
(571)272-4952. 



George Manuel 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit: 3762 




